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And the ſervant of the Lord muſt not firive; but be 
gentle unto all men; apt to teach, patient, in meekneſs 
inſtructing thoſe that oppoſe themſelves; if Gov per- 
adventure will give them repentance to the acknow- 


ledging of the truth. 


'T HAT church which pretends to be the one, 
holy, catholic, apoſtolic, and infallible church; 
ſhews very little, or rather no regard to this ad- 
monition. St. Paul's advice to Timothy, is, that he ſhould 
not ſhew the leaſt bitterneſs or ſeverity towards thoſe that 
were in an error, and oppoſed the truth ; but, on the con- 
trary, that he ſhould be gentle, patient, and meck. Foo- 
liſh and unlearned queſtions avoid, ſays he, knowing that 
they do gender ſtrifes. And the ſervant of the Lorp 
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muſt not rive; but be gentle unto all men, apt to teach, 
patient, in meekneſs inſtructing thoſe that oppoſe them- 
ſelves ; if Gop peradventure will give them repentance 
to the acknowledging of the truth. This is the advice of 
one, whole writings and determinations, we are very 
ſure, were all of them infallibly true; and therefore 
we may depend upon it, that the admonition is a very 
good one. And yet that church which pretends to in- 
fallibility, is ſa far from following this good and whole- 
ſome advice; ſo far from being gentle, patient, and meek 
to all men; that ſhe is immediately for diſpatching into 
the other world all thoſe who are not in communion with 
her. She has curſed all thoſe who will not give their 
aſſent to the decrees of the council of Trent; ſhe ac- 
counts them ſchiſmatics and heretics ; and by ſome of their 


lateran councils, heretics are to be deſtroyed by fire and 
{word, 


My buſineſs at preſent ſhall be to ſhew, that this hot, 


furious, cruel, revengeful and perſecuting ſpirit, is very 
unwarrantable, and unjuſtifiable in a chriſtian ; and that 
though men differ in opinion from us never ſo much, 


as to religious matters, yet we ought not to be cruel 
to them. 


And laſtly, I ſhall conclude with an inference or two 
from the whole, a 


LAM 
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I aM in the firſt place to endeavour to ſhew, 
that a hot, furious, cruel, revengeful and perſecuting 
ſpirit, is very unwarrantable and unjuſtiſiable in a chriſ- 
tian; and that though men differ in opinion from us 


never ſo much, as to religious matters, yet we ought 
not to be cruel to them. 


Taz deſign then of CyrisTt's coming into the world, 
was not to deſtroy men's lives, but to ſave them. To love 
one another, was a leſſon which he taught his diſciples 
more frequently than any other. He ſtudied all he could 
to advance peace in the world, requiring thoſe that would 
be his diſciples, to lay aſide all bitterneſs and wrath, an- 
ger and clamor, and evil-ſpeaking, with all malice ; mak- 
ing the wolf and the lamb dwell and feed together, and 
no more to deſtroy and hurt each other. The deſign of 
the goſpel was to make men beat their ſwords into 
plow-ſhares, and their ſpears into pruning-hooks. The 
goſpe] requires us to be merciful as our father, which 
is in heaven is merciful; to be kindly affeftioned one to 
another ; to love as brethren, to be pitiful, to be courteous, 
zo forhear one another, and to forgive one another, if 
any man have a quarrel againſt any, even as CurisT 
forgave us. The diſciples of our meek and gentle Savi- 
our muſt love all men, even their enemies : we muſt 
bear the infirmities of perſons weak in the faith; and 
if any man be overtaken in a 2 we muſt reſtore ſuch 

an one in the ſpirit of meekneſs, We muſt become as 


weak 
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weak to the weak, that we may gain the weak ; be long-ſuf- 
fering to all men, ſpeak evil of no man. We muſt be 
no fighters, but meek, ſhewing all gentleneſs towards all 
men, In a word, our religion teaches us, if it be poſſible, 
and as much as lieth in us, to live peaceably with all men; 
and in a very particular and eſpecial manner requires the 
ſervants of the Lorp, or the governors of the church, oz 
to ſtrive, but to be gentle unto all men; apt to teach, pa- 
tient, in meekneſs inſtructing thoſe that oppoſe themſelves ; 
if Gop peradventure will give them repentance to the ac- 


knowledging of the truth. 


Now, how directly contrary to theſe commands, is a 
cruel, perſecuting and revengeful temper, how directly 
contrary to theſe precepts are the practices of thoſe who 
will allow none to be orthodox chriſtians but themſelves ? 
how is it poſſible for men to act more in oppoſition to 
theſe rules, than by endeavouring to tear, and rend, and 
deſtroy, and devour one another? can that be the true 
religion which is for extirpating heretics by fire and fag- 
got? is this to ſhew all gentleneſs to all men? no, but 
the greateſt cruelty and ſeverity. Is this to be merciful, 
as our heavenly father is merciful? no, tis to imitate the 
malice of the devil himſelf. Is this to be pitiful, to be 
courteous, to foibear one another, and to forgive one 
another? is this to reſtore thoſe, who are in an error, 
in the ſpirit of meekneſs? is this to love as brethren ? 
is this to bear the infirmities of perſons weak in the faith? 

I need 
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I need not tell you that it is quite the contrary. It is evi- 
dent therefore, beyond all contradiction, that ſuch prac- 
tices are directly oppoſite to the precepts of the goſpel. 


Werl, but are there no inſtances recorded in the goſ- 
pel that will warrant and juſtify ſuch hot proceedings? 
I declare for my own part that I don't know of ſo much 
as one: tis very certain that while our bleſſed Loxp lived 
upon Earth, he did good to the wicked, as well as to 
the righteous. He freely forgave all the injuries and af- 
fronts that were put upon him. Nothing ever moved or 
grieved him, but the impenitence and wickedneſs of har- 
den'd ſinners. This prince of peace made uſe of gentle 
methods in making proſelytes. He was never once known 
to ſtrive, but was gentle unto all men. The weapons 
which he uſed were not carnal, but ſpiritual, He could, 
if he had pleaſed, have ſtruck all thoſe dead that con- 
tradicted, nay blaſphemed his divine and heavenly doc- 
trine. But inſtead of uſing any force or violence, as 
this pretended vicar has ſince done, he only ſaid, if any 
man will come after me: this was the gentle method that 
the author and finiſher of our faith uſed. He would 
force no man to be baptized, who was unwilling to be 
made a chriſtian, He fairly propounded his doctrine 
to the world, endeavourd to convince men of the truth 
of it, and that they would receive a great many benefits 
and advantages by embracing it ; but he would compel 
no man by temporal puniſhments, either to acknow- 


ledge 
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ledge him to be the Meſſias, or his doctrine to be divine, 
and the word of truth. He knew, as indeed every man 
of prudence, nay, of common-ſenſe muſt know, that 
though a fault of the will is blame-worthy, and not to be 
juſtified 3 yet, that an error of the underſtanding ought 
to be pitied, and not puniſhed : he very well knew that 
ſeverities might make men hypocrites, but that this was 
not the way to make them true converts. 


As our Loxp was a wondrous inſtance of patience, of 
meekneſs and gentleneſs to thoſe who oppoſed themſelves ; 
ſo likewiſe his apoſtles were remarkable for this calmneſs 
of temper. 5 


Sr. Paul was undoubtedly a man of the hotteſt tem- 
per of any of the apoſtles; witneſs his behaviour towards 
chriſtians before his converſion to the faith. But after 
he became a diſciple of the holy Ixsus, he became ſenſi- 
ble how contrary a cruel, furious, deſtructive ſpirit was 
to the will of a merciful, gracious and good Gop. He 
conſulted the benefit and edification of all men, and 
allowed for their weakneſſes and infirmities. Though he 
was free from all men, yet, as he himſelf has told us, 
he made himfelf ſervant unto all, that he might gain 
the more. Unto the Jews, he became as a Few, that he 
might gain the Jews; to them that were under the law, as 
under the law, that he 'might gain them that were under 
the law; to them that were without law, as without law, 

8 that 
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that he might gain them that were without law; to the 
weak he became as weak, that he might gain the weak : 
he was made all things to all men, that he might by all 
means ſave ſome, 


As the great apoſtle of the gentiles did imitate the pa- 
tience, gentleneſs, and meekneſs of his Lord and Maſter, 
ſo likewiſe did the primitive chriſtians. They were ſo 
far from making proſelytes by ſuch methods as have been 
ſince uſed by ſome chriſtians, whoſe Seal is not accord- 
ing to knowledge, that when they were perſecuted for the 


fake of CHRIST, and his religion, they would not avenge 
themſelves. 


If it ſhould be objected, that the firſt chriſtians were 
not able to do this, becauſe they were few in number; I 
anſwer, that about two hundred years after CHRIST, (if 
they had been men of furious, revengeful, and unpeace- 
able ſpirits) they were ſo numerous, as to be able to avenge. 
themſelves, and to uſe the ſame methods for propagating 
the faith, as the church of Rome has practiſed ſince their 
time. This we learn from Terzultian's apologetic: If 
% we would not revenge ourſelves in the dark, /ays he, 
but, as profeſſed enemies, engage you in the open fields, 
ce do you think that we could want forces? the Moors, 
« and Marcomans, and Parthians, which you have lately 
* conquered, or any other people within the bounds of 
e a country, are more. numerous, perhaps, than w_— 
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who know no other bounds, than the limits of the 
world. We are but of yeſterday; and by to-day we 
are grown up, and overſpread your empire: your cities, 
your iſlands, your forts, towns, aſſemblies, and your 
very camps, wards, companies, palace, ſenate, forum, 
all {warm with chriſtians. Your temples, indeed, we 
leave to yourſelves, and they are the only places you can 
name without chriſtians.” 


In another place, he ſays, © We could make a terrible 
war upon you, without arms, or fighting a ſtroke, by 
being ſo paſſively revengeful, as only to leave you; for 
if ſuch a numerous hoſt of chriſtians ſhould but retire 
from the empire, into ſome remote region of the world, 
the loſs of ſo many men, of all ranks and degrees, 
would leave a hideous gap, and a ſhameful ſcar upon 
the government; and the very evacuation would be 
abundant revenge. You would ſtand aghaſt at your 
deſolation, and be ſtruck dumb at the general ſilence 
and horror of nature, as if the whole world was de- 
parted. You would be at a loſs for men to govern.” 


But why do I go ſo low as Tertullian to prove this, when 
it may be proved (if one of the champions of the church 
of Rome, I mean Baronius, is to be credited) that the 
chriſtians were very numerous long before Tertullian's 
time? for if we may believe this learned cardinal, Trajan 
expelled no leſs than eleven thouſand chriſtians, at one re- 
view, from his army, in the year of CHRIST 108. It is 


very 
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very evident then, that the primitive chriſtians did not 
want forces ſufficient to avenge themſelves, or to compel 
the heathen to the faith, But they were ſo far from do- 
ing this, that they prayed for the emperors who were their 
cruel perſecutors. They never dreamt of an inquiſition, 
and an holy league, to extirpate them who differed from 
them. No; theſe devilith contrivances are of a later in- 
vention. They were not for converting the heathen by 
fire and faggot. No; they abhorred and utterly deteſted 
all ſuch cruel and inbuman practices ; practices which, 
without all manner of doubt or diſpute, are as directly 
oppoſite to the precepts of the goſpel, as bowing down 
to an image is a breach of the ſecond commandment. 
They abhorred treacherous conſpiracies, and deteſted all 
manner of cruelties. How very different is the preſent, 
from the ancient church of Rome / 


G1ivs me leave to offer but one argument more, in or- 


der to ſhew, that a perſecuting ſpirit is unwarrantable in 
a chriſtian, and I ſhall have done with this point. 


If ever a deſtructive temper then, was allowable, it 
was, one would think, at the time when our bleſſed 
Saviour intending to go to Feruſalem, and being to paſs 
thro' a village of Samaria, ſent meſſengers before his face 
to prepare entertainment for him; but the inhabitants 
would not receive him, becauſe his "face was as though be 
would go to Jeruſalem. This was ſo great an affront put 
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upon our Lord and Maſter, that two of the diſciples, 
James and John, were for conſuming them in an inſtant. 
Lord, ſaid they, wilt thou that we command fire to come 
down from heaven, and conſume them, even as Elias did? 
Pray obſerve the anſwer which the gentle IExsus, which 
the prince of peace, did give upon this occaſion. But he 
turned and rebuked them, and ſaid, ye know not what man- 
ner of ſpirit ye are of; for the ſon of man is not come to 
deſtroy men's lives, but to ſave them. Our Lok, you ſee, 
would not allow a fiery, furious, and cruel ſpirit in his 
diſciples, tho' he himſelf the only-begotten and well-be- 
loved Son of Gop, was highly affronted. He would not 
ſuffer theſe Samaritans to be burnt to death, and yet it is 
very certain, that they were both ſchiſmatics and heretics. 
That they were ſchiſmatics is very evident; for they had 
built a temple upon mount Gerizim, in oppoſition to the 
temple of Jeruſalem. And that they were, what the 
world generally calls heretics, is as certain; for that they 
erred in matters relating to ſalvation, is very clear, from 
theſe words of our bleſſed Saviour, ye worſhip ye know 
not what,---we know what we worſhip; for ſalvation is of 
tbe Jews. 


Ir were an eaſy matter to enlarge upon this ſubje& : but 
I am not willing to exceed the bounds of a ſermon ; and 
therefore I haſten to draw fome inferences from what has 
been ſaid. © | | 


-In 


Preach'd at the Abbey-Church. 13 


Ix the firſt place, then, from the preceding diſcourſe, 
it is very clear and evident, that all chriſtians, of what 
ſect or denomination ſoever, ſhould mutually bear with 
one another in their diſſentions. Our own reaſon tells 
us, that we who are commanded to love our enemies, 
ſhould not hate our brethren, becauſe in leſſer matters 
they differ from us. If chriſtians who are not of our 
opinion, as to ſome indifferent matters, are ſtrictly honeſt 
and conſcientious men, then we ſhould take it for granted, 
that they are perſuaded they are in the right, And would 
it not be very unjuſtifiable to bear any hatred, or uſe any 
violence to men who follow the dictates of their own con- 
ſcience ? but ſuppoſe we knew for certain that they were 
miſtaken, yet ſtill you muſt own, that opprobious lan- 
guage, ſevere treatment, or any uncharitableneſs whatſo- 
ever, are far from being likely means to convince them of 
their error. But I am not willing to uſe any more words 
in a caſe that is ſo plain, left I ſhould be blam'd for caſting 
a reflection upon your underſtandings. I ſhall therefore 
conclude this argument with the moving exhortations of 
the great apoſtle of the gentiles: 1f it be poſſible, as much 
as lieth in you, live peaceably with all men. If there be 
any conſolation in CurisT, if any comfort of love, if any 
fellowſhip of the ſpirit, if any bowels and mercies, fulfil 
ye my joy, that ye be like-minded, having the ſame love, 
being of one accord, of one mind. Let all your things be 
done with charity. 08 
2dly. 
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2dly. Ir appears from what has been ſaid, that ha- 
cannot be the true religion which teaches men to do the 
moſt wicked things for the lake of Gop, who has no plea- 
ſure in wickedneſs. And yet the ebend of Rome teaches 
men to do the moſt horrid, moſt cruel and inhuman things, 
for the ſake of religion. For ſhe © does not eſteem thoſe 
© as murderers, who, fired with a zeal for the catholic mo- 
ther, againſt heretics, may happen to kill any of them. 
© She cancels all promiſes and oaths made in favour of pro- 
* teſtants ; declaring them null and void, whenever they 
are prejudicial in any manner to the catholic taith, the 
ſalvation of ſouls, or to any rights of the church What- 
© ſoever ; even though ſuch engagements have been often 
© ratified and confirmed by oath. 


Tuns are the laws of the Nomiſb church; and the du- 
tiful ſons of this inhuman mother have been ſtrict ob- 
ſervers of them. Witneſs the cruelties of the inquiſition. 
Witneſs the maſſacre at Paris and other parts of France ; 
in which maſſacre, according to Thuanus, above thirty 
thouſand, or, as others, above an hundred thouſand were 
butchered. Witneſs their practices in theſe realms, 


zdly. How directly contrary. does the church of Rome 
act, to what ſhe cannot but know to be her duty, with- 


out being infallible, which abſolves ſubjects from their 


3 and deprives princes of their kingly dignity ? 
if 
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if this be not contrary to the calm temper of chriſtianity, 
nothing ſurely can be ſo. 


Ir it ſhould be objected, that we ought not to charge 
upon the church of Rome, what a few furious and hot men 
in her communion have wrote: if it ſhould be ſaid that this 
is not the doctrine of the church of Rome, but only of ſome 
doctors of that church: I anſwer, 1/}. That a vaſt num- 
ber of writers, of great note in their church, have ear- 
neſtly contended for theſe doctrines. 2dly. Their cano- 
niſts contend for them upon the authority of the decre- 
tals, their own law, and the decrees of councils. — 
z4ly. One of their writers ſays, It is the ſentence of all 
catholics : another of them calls thoſe who do not admit 
of theſe doctrines, half chriſtians, grinners, barking roy- 
aliſts, and a new ſet of catholics : and a third ſays, that 
without queſtion it is a hereſy in the judgment of all ca- 
tholics. Laſtly, In the time of our late unhappy civil 
wars, the ſeveral Romiſh orders in England, wrote to 


their ſeveral convents, but eſpecially to the Sorboniſts, 


whether it might be ſcrupled to make away king Charles 
and the prince of Wales. It was returned from the Sor- 
boniſts, that it was lawful for roman -catholics to work 
changes in governments, for the mother church's ad vance- 
ment, and chiefly in an heretical kingdom; and fo law- 
fully make away the king. Biſhop Bramball (afterwards 
primate of Ireland in his letter to the truly pious and 
learned arch-biſhop Uſher, declares this to be truth ——_ 

18 
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his own knowledge, and ſays, that he would hardly 
have credited theſe things, had not his own eyes ſeen ſure 
evidence of the ſame. Now I leave it to you, my bre- 
thren, to conſider and judge, whether this be the private 
opinion of ſome doctors, or the doctrine of the church 
of Rome. But to proceed, 


How directly contrary to the calm ſpirit of the goſpel, 
is the popyſh practice of perſecuting, deſtroying, and extir- 
pating thoſe who difter from them ? does ſhe perſecute 
thoſe who do not adhere to her communion, becauſe they 
are ſchiſmatics and heretics? why the Samaritans were 
undoubtedly ſuch. Is ſhe for deſtroying thoſe whom ſhe 
falſely and ſcandalouſly calls ſchiſmatics and heretics, be- 
cauſe they will not own the biſhop of Rome as CnrisT's 
vicar ? why, the Samaritans would not own CHRIST him- 
ſelf, How much greater reaſon then had the diſciples to 
call for fire from heaven upon this village of Samaria ? 
and yet our Loxp rebuked his zealous diſciples. How 
then wili he rebuke thoſe who have ſent a great many 
thouſand ſouls into another world, becauſe they would 
not, or to ſpeak more properly, becauſe they could not 
ſubſcribe to the decrees of the church of Rome? how 
much more ſeverely will he rebuke thoſe who perſecute 
their brethren for no other reaſon, but becauſe they will 
noi be guilty of idolat y; becauſe they will not adhere to, 
or be members of a church in which they know there 


are a great many groſs and palpable errors ; becauſe they 
will 
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will not allow the biſhop of Nome to be the vicar of J Esus 
CurisT, the head of the univerſal church, the father and 
teacher of all chriſtians, and that in the perſon of St. Pe- 
ter, he hath received from our Logxp ESsUS CHRIST, full 
power to feed, rule and govern the whole world; becauſe 
they will not believe that our Loxp has appointed an 
infallible judge in the church of Rome; becauſe they will 
not acknowledge a piece of bread and wine to be real 
fleſh and blood, nor believe that in the moſ holy ſacrament 
75 the eucbhariſ there is truly and ſubſtantially the body and 
hood, together with the foul and divinity of our Loxp Ix- 
sus CHRIST, and a converſion of the whole ſubſtance of 
bread into his body, and of wine into his blood; becauſe 
they will not pay divine honour to an inſenſible piece of 
matter, ſuch as bread and wine, becauſe they will not 
worſhip that as Gop, which may be eat by a mouſe ; be- 
cauſe they will not allow that it is lawful for the church 
to deprive the laity of the cup, our Loxp having left a 
particular command that all ſhould drink of it; becauſe 
they will not believe that CuRISs T is truly offered in the 
maſs for the remiſſion of pain and guilt; becauſe they 
will not acknowledge that there is a purgatory, and that 
ſouls there detained are helped by the ſuffrages of the 
faithful, but principaily by the moſt acceptable ſacrifice of 
the altar; becaufe they will not worſhip images, the wor 
of men's hands, nor pray to ſaints and angels? how very 
different the condition of ſuch men is from the apoſtles, 
James and John, I need not tell you, 
D Wu 
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Wia ſhall we ſay then of the papiſts, who have en- 
deavoured to deſtroy our moſt excellent church ever ſince the 
reformation ? for who vas it that declared king Henry VIII. 
a rebel, and incited the king of Scotland to make war upon 
him? his holineſs of Rome. In whoſe reign were the truly 
pious, learned, and primitive biſhops of the church of 
England condemn'd to flames for believing their ſenſes? 
in the bloody queen Mary's. Who was it that deprived 
queen Elizabeth of her pretended right to this kingdom, 
(for ſo they were pleaſed to term it at Rome) and of all 
dominion, dignity and privilege whatſoever; that abſolv- 
ed all the nobles, ſubjects, and people of the kingdom, 
and whoever elſe had ſwore to her, from their oath, and 
all duty whatſoever in regard of dominion, fidelity and 
obedience ? his holineſs Pius V. Who were the perſons 
who conſpired moſt horribly when the king's moſt excellent 
majeſty, the queen, the prince, and all the lords ſpiritual 
and temporal, and commons, ſhould have been aſſembled 
in the upper houſe of parliament, upon the fifth day of 
November, A. D. 1605, ſuddenly to have blown up. the 
ſaid whole houſe with gun-powder? the papiſts. Who 
was it that invaded the rights and privileges of the people 
of this nation in a very violent manner? king James II. 
who were the perſons that contrived a ſecret aſſaſſination 
in the reign of our mighty defender and deliverer, under 


Gop, king William? the papiſts. 


By 
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By this time you cannot but be ſenſible what ſort of a 
religion that is that will be introduced into this nation, 
ſhould the partizans of the pretender ever ſucceed; which 
Gop forbid. And don't flatter yourſelves with hopes, that 
ſhould the pretender to the crown ever be our king, he 
would ſuffer us proteſtants to enjoy our religion quietly. 
Call to mind queen Mary's baſe, ungrateful treatment of 
the Suffolk men, who had been very ſerviceable to her, 
when her affairs were in the moſt unpromiſing poſture. 
She promiſed them, that they ſhould quietly enjoy the re- 
ligion eſtabliſhed by her brother. But how ſoon did ſhe 
break her promiſe after ſhe came to the crown ; ſeverely 
anſwering the perſons who waited upon her, to put her in 
mind of her poſitive promiſe ; © That the e en ought 
© not to rule the head, but they were to learn to obey, and 
not to govern? how many Si of England blaz'd with 


the flames of martyrs? how many biſhops and prieſts, 


what a great number of laymen, and women were con- 
demned to the flames by this popiſh queen, tho' ſhe had 
pointively declared in council, © that tho ſbe was fixed in 


© her own religion, yet ſhe would not compel others to it, 
* but would leave that to the motions of Gov's ſpirit, and 


© the /abours of good preachers?” call to mind what fair 
promiſes king James the ſecond made, and how ſoon he 
broke them. The day that his dl died, he told the 
privy council, that he would make it his endeavour to pre- 
ferve the government both in church and ſtate ; he pro- 


miſed that he would always take care to defend and ſup- 
D 2 port 
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port the church of England. But he had not been long 
upon the throne, before he uſed his utmoſt endeavour to 
eſtabliſh popery ; witneſs his attempts to repeal the penal 
laws and teſts enacted againſt popery; his cloſeting the 
judges ; his new modelling the privy council ; his claiming 
a power to diſpenſe with law ; his prohibiting the proteſtant 
clergy from preaching upon controverted points of divinity 
his erecting a commiſſion for eccleſiaſtical affairs; his wri- 
ting to the biſhop of London to ſuſpend doctor Sharp, at- 
terwards archbiſhop of York, who had preached againſt 
popery ; his endeavours to convert his prime miniſters to 
his religion ; his attempts on the two univerſities, and laſtly, 
his ſending the biſhops to the tower as criminals “. In 
ſhort, tis a maxim with the roman catholics, that here is 

no 


Tho' by tbe laws it was high treaſon for any to aſſume the character of the pope's nuncio; 
yet theſe were become too ſlender cobwebs to hinder a Roman prelate to appear publicly at 
London in that quality; and one of the greateſt peers of Eugland (the duke of Somerſet was 
diſgrac'd, for not paying him that reſpect which the laws of the land made criminal. 


To bear the public character of ambaſſador to the pope, was likewiſe an open violation of 
the laws: but ſo fond was the 7 7 party about king James, to ſhew their new- acquired 
trophies at Rome, that the earl of Cafthomain was diſpatched thither extraordinary ambaſſador, 
with a magnificent train, and a moſt ſumptuous equipage. What his ſecret inſtructions were, 
may be partly gueſſed by his * ones, which were, to reconcile the kingdoms of England, 
Scotland, and Ireland, to the holy ſee; from which they had for more than an age fallen off by 


hereſy+ 


Tus free and open exerciſe of the popiſh religion was ſet up every where, and. jęſuit ſchools 
and ſeminaries erected in the moſt conſiderable towns. The church of England had now but a 
precarious title to the national church, and Romiſb candidates had ſwallowed up its preferments 
and dignities already in their hopes. Nomiſb biſhops were publicly conſecrated in the 37 24 
chapel, and diſpatch'd down to exerciſe their epiſcopal 2 in their reſpective dioceſes. 
Their paſtoral letters, directed to the lay catholics of England, were openly diſperſed up and 
down, and printed by the king's own printer, with public licence. e regular clergy ap- 
pear'd in their habits in M hitehall and St. Fames's,, and made, no ſcruple to tell the proteſtants, 
they hoped in a little time to walk in proceſſion thro Cheapſide. See doctor Velæuood's memoirs, 


p- 157, 158,—173. 


313 —ß———— 
_ — . — — 


g 
0 
x 
| 


Preach'd at the Abbey- Church. ar 


no faith to be kept with heretics. And let a papiſt make 
what promiſes he pleaſes, (and he muſt be a weak man, 
indeed, who will not make fair promiſes, when he ho 

to obtain three crowns by ſo doing, and without doubt may 
have a licence from the pope to perſonate any thing) let a 
papiſt, I ſay, make what promiſes he pleaſes, yet there is 
no depending upon them; for he may have a diſpenſation 
from the pope; nay, tho' he ſwears, yet he may be ab- 
ſolved from his oath. | 


I cannot conclude this diſcourſe, without taking notice 
of a ſtrange report that is ſpread by the enemies of our 
happy conſtitution, Though the pretender himſelf be a 
ſtrict roman catholic, yet 'tis ſuggeſted even by proteſtants, 
by ſome credulous and deluded proteſtants, that his ſon has 
been educated in the proteſtant religion. But certainly this 
is the moſt groſs report that was ever ſpread; and a man 
may as reaſonably give his aſſent to theſe propoſitions, (that 
a body may be in ten thouſand places at once; that divine 
adoration or worſhip, ought to be paid to what he ſees to 
be only a piece of bread) as believe this report. A proteſ- 


tant educated at Rome! educated by a father who is as zea- 


lous a papiſt, perhaps, as any in the world | educated by a 
father upon whom the pope of Rome has conferred the 
greateſt obligations] oh folly | oh blindneſs! oh infatua- 
tion] that proteſtant who can believe this to be true, 
may be eafily perſwaded, one would think, to ſubſcribe 
to the doctrine of tranſubſtantiation, as abſurd a doctrine as 

was 


4 

1 

f 

it 

- 

: 
1 
TS 1 


” W — 1 — 
—. fi 
— > * - 


—— - 


— 


— — — * _y 
3 . Wiper net — 


Ss Op ˙* OO Hoo” OO r IO 
. —— —— — — - — by 
—— —— — — — * 
* —— 1 


—— 
— : - 
_— TT en 


+ 
— _ _ 2 e — A 
1 2 3 — 


, ee een 


9 ** 3 
— ; : — 
— * >» . 


> Ol non 
D 
8 > 4 oo * 


- : — = « , "5 
— or —— j « 
* 


iy PR N 5 A. 


22 AS ER M O N, 


was ever taught either by the heathen or the Mahometans : 
or be prevailed upon to bow down to ſtocks and ſtones, 
tho' he every week hears the ſecond commandment read. 


Ir any of you can be ſo weak as to believe the enemies 


of our church and ſtate, when they relate this ſtory, I 


hope you will likewiſe give credit to them, when they 
aſſure you, that the pretender is a holy and good man. 
Now if he be really fo, if he is a ſtrictly religious and 
conſcientious man, if he is a tender parent of his child, 
his ſon cannot be a proteſtant ; for his father would never 
bring him up in a way to be damned. But, according 
to the roman catholics, every proteſtant is in the certain 
road to perdition ; for hereſy is an unpardonable fin, and 
all heretics, they ſay, will be damned to all eternity ; and 
that weare accounted heretics by them, I need not tell you, 
becauſe the moſt ignorant man among you muſt know this 
to be true. Tis plain, then, that the pretender's ſon is a 
roman catholic, or elſe his father muſt he a wicked and 
cruel man; cruel to his own ſon, in training him up in a 
way wherein he ſhould not go; in training him up in a 
way, which, according to the roman catholics, will moſt 
certainly lead him to utter deſtruction, and everlaſting 


death : and ſurely no proteſtant of ſenſe would have zhis 


man to reign over us; a man that would damn his own 
child to obtain a crown for him. For if he can be ſo cruel 


to his own ſon, we heretics (as they are pleaſed to call us) 


muſt have loſt our ſenſes, if we expect greater mercy and 
compaſſion 


1 
z 
* 
* 
: d 
N 
[ . 


* 
N 


: X 
: 
ö 
5 
l 
z 
p. 
7 
j 


* 


Preach'd at the Abbey- Church. 23 


compaſſion from him. We have more reaſon to expect 
fire and faggots, than a toleration, or the leaſt clemency. 
If he would damn his ſon, he will ſcarce ſcruple to burn 


thoſe heretics who are no-way related to him. 


WrarT now remains, but that we pray to Gop to pro- 
tect the beſt of kings, and this our church and nation? 
and this we cannot do better, than in the words of the 
pſalmiſt: Let them all be confounded and turned back, 
that hate Sion. Let them be as the graſs upon the houſe 
tops, which withereth afore it groweth up. Whereof the 
mower filleth not his hand, nor he that bindeth up the 


ſheaves his boſom. Meither do they which go by, ſay, the 


bleſſing of the Loxp be upon you, we bleſs you in the name 
of the Logp. Let them curſe, but bleſs thou, O Loxp: 


when they ariſe, let them be aſhamed ; but let thy ſervants 
rejoice evermore. Grant this, O gracious Gop, for the 


ſake of thy dear ſon Ixsus CHRIST our Lon D; to whom 


with thee and the Holy Ghoſt, be all honour and glory, 
world without end. Amen. 


A CON- 


| 


A | 
CONFERENCE, 
Between a PoPISH PRIEST, 


Rev. Mr. WAINHOUSE, 


Occaſionꝰd by the foregoing SERMON. 


IWherein it is ſpeun, That the God of the Papiſts may be eat by a Mouſe; 

That the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation is the moſt abſurd, ridiculous, 

ſtupid, and impious Tenet that was ever maintained in the World, and that 
the Adoration of the Hoſt is the groſſeſt Idolatry that ever was, 


To which is added, 


A POST SCRIPT 


Shewing the Folly and Abſurdity 


Of a Proteſtant's being popiſhly affected. 


o οπο 


I hope there will come a Time, when all the World will be amazed to un- 
derſtand by Hiſtory, that there hath ever been in the World ſuch a por- 
tentous and monſtrous Religion. 


The political Miſchiefs of Popery, Page 125. 
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A CONFERENCE, &c. 


7 DLO PPLBRYNPOOOD DS 


Popiſh Prieſt. 
OUR manner of preaching, fir, as well as your ſer- 


mon on the 5th of Vovember laſt, gave great of- 
fence to many of your audience. 


MWainbouſe. 1 pon'T doubt it. Sermons, wherein the 


folly of jacobites, the abſurd doctrines, and vile, wicked, 
abominable practices of papiſts are expoſed, will always 
give offence to the partizans of the Pretender. Pray, far, 
what objection do theſe gentlemen make to my manner of 
preaching ? 

P. P. Way they ſay, that when you endeavoured to 
prove, that thoſe proteſtants were fools, who gave credit 
to the report that was ſpread of the Pretender's ſon's being 
educated in the proteſtant religion, you was not in the leaſt 
tranſported with paſſion : you was ſo far from being angry, 
that you rather ſeemed to {mile. 

Main. VERY probably I did; and, had I not been in the 
pulpit, I ſhould perhaps have laughed : for it ever was a 
cuſtom with me to laugh at folly, Beſides, would it not 
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cramentum ſumitur a mure, vel a cane, definit ibi eſſe corpus, 
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have been abſurd and ridiculous in me to have ſhewn any 
angry reſentment at the very time that I had been earneſtly 
recommending meekneſs, mildneſs, and gentleneſs? this 
objection is very trifling. Perhaps their exceptions to my 
ſermon are of more weight. Pray what are they ? 

P. P. Six, they charge you with blaſphemy, in aſſerting, 
that Gop may be eat by a mouſe, and affirming tranſubſtan- 


tiation to be as abſurd a doctrine as was ever taught, either 


by the heathen or the Mahometans. 

Fain. Tus farſt part of their charge is abſolutely falſe. 
Go forbid that ſuch blaſphemous thoughts ſhould ever find 
harbour in my breaſt. But I do affirm, and can prove, 
that what the papiſts worſhip as Gop, may be eat by a 
mouſe. The papiſts worſhip the hoſt. The hoſt, as ſeve- 
ral papiſts have acknowledged, may be eat by a mouſe “. 
The papiſts, therefore, worſhip that as Gor, which may 
be eat by a mouſe. 

H. P. Tunis is a manifeſt calumny. No catholic ever 
acknowledged that the hoſt may be eat by a mouſe, or any 
creature but a chriſtian. 

Iain. Your angelical doctor (as you are pleaſed to call 
him) writes thus: guidam dixerunt, quod cum primum ſa- 


er 


II is alſo ſubject to be ſtolen ; for monſieur de Rodon informs us, that a thief was executed 
at Paris for ſtealing out of a church, the chalice and this god in it; and that the prieſt went to 
the priſon in rave, ar ornaments, and falling on his knees before the thief's Pong pulled 
his god out of it. And as it is a god that cannot keep himſelf from being ſtolen, ſo neither 
can Ne keep himſelf from being burnt, as it appeared when the palace-hall at Paris was burnt, 
A moſt powerful god truly is the hoſt, or god of the maſs, that may be eaten by hogs, dogs, 
and vermin; ſtolen by thieves, and conſumed by fire! 
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et ſanguis CurisT1 : ſed hoc derogat veritati hujus ſacra- 
menti, Some have ſaid, that when firſt the ſacrament is 
received by a mouſe, or a dog, it then ceaſes to be the body 
and blood of CHRIST. But this derogates from the truth of 
this ſacrament. John de Burgo ſays, a mouſe that eats the 
hoſt, receives the body of CHRIST. Mus comedens hoftiam, 
ſuſcipit corpus Cuxls r 1. Alexander Hales ſays, quidam 
dicunt ubicunque ponantur ſpecies, five in mundo loco, five 
in immundo, five in ventre muris, ibi eft corpus ChRISTI. 
Et in hoc non derogatur corpori CurisT1, nec ſacramento. 
Some ſay, whereſoever the ſpecies are placed, whether in a 
clean place or unclean, or in the belly of a mouſe, there is 
the body of CarisT : and in this there is nothing derogatory 
zo the body of CnrisT, nor to the ſacrament. And again 
he fays, if a dog or a hog ſhould ſwallow a whole conſecrated 
hoſt, I do not ſee why the body of our Lord ſhould not at the 
ſame time paſs into the belly of the dog or hog, Si canis, 
vel porcus deglutiret hoſtiam conſecratam integram, non 
video quare corpus Domini non fimul trajiceretur in ventrem 
canis, vel porci. The council of Arles enjoins a forty days 
penance to the wicked, careleſs wretch, who having their 
breaden god in his cuſtody, ſuffers it to be eat by a mouſe, 
or any other animal; for theſe are the words of her ſixth 
canon: qui non bene cuftodierit ſacrificium, & mus vel 
aliquod animal comederit illud, quadraginta dies peniteat. 
What horrid, impious, ſhocking, blaſphemous Stuff is this? 


could this holy council, think you, be directed by the 


Holy Ghoſt ? 
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P. P. You quite miſtake the meaning of us catholics. 
When we ſay that the hoſt may be eat by a mouſe, we do 
not mean that the mouſe eats the body of CHRIS, but only 
the accidents of bread. 

Wain. Wrar unintelligible jargon, gibberiſh, and non- 
ſenſe is this? can a mouſe eat and be nouriſhed by the ac- 
cidents, the appearances of bread? did ever any heathen 
or Mahometan advance ſo abſurd a propoſition as this ? 

ANoTHER abſurdity of this doctrine is, that it ſuppoſes 
the ſame body may be in ten thouſand different places at 
once. 

. P. Tunxx is nothing abſurd in this ſuppoſition. Our 
learned 7Turberville has clearly proved that the ſame thing 


may be in ſeveral places at once by the oninipotent power of 


Gop, to which nothing is hard or impoſſible, 

Main. Thar Gon can do every thing imaginably poſ- 
ſible, every thing that is an object of power we readily 
grant. But as for things which imply a contradiction, tis 
manifeſt that they are not objects of power. Tis impoſſi- 


ble in the nature of things, that any thing ſhould be, and 


not be, at the ſame time; that twice two ſhould be three, 
that the ſame body ſhould be in ten thouſand different places 
at once. But though Gop cannot cauſe the ſame body to 
be in ſo many different places at the ſame Time, &c. yet 
nevertheleſs he is infinite in power. This does not imply 
the leaſt defect in Gop, becauſe it is impoſſible. 

The ideas of one body and one place do fo clearly agree, 


© that we can never aſſent to a propoſition that afhrms the 


ſame 
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ſame body to be in two different places at once; however it | 
1 * ſhould pretend to the authority of a divine revelation ; | 
f as the judicious mr. Locke obſerves : ſince the evidence, j 
* 


. that we deceive not ourſelves in aſcribing it to Gop ; 
2dly. that we underſtand it right, can never be ſo great 
as the evidence of our own intuitive knowledge, whereby 
we diſcern it impoſſible, for the ſame body to be in two 
places at once. 
© In propoſitions therefore contrary to our diſtin& and 
clear ideas, it will be in vain to urge them as matters of 
faith. For faith can never convince us of any thing that 
contradicts our knowledge. Becauſe though faith be 
founded upon the teſtimony of Gop, who cannot lye, 
yet we cannot have an aſſurance of the truth of its being 
a divine revelation, greater than our own knowledge. For 
if the mind of man can never have a clearer evidence of 
* any thing to be a divine revelation, than it has of the 
principles of its own reaſon ; it can never have a ground 
to quit the clear evidence of its reaſon, to give place to 
: a propoſition, whoſe revelation has not a greater evidence 
© than thoſe principles have. 

* In all things therefore, where we have clear evidence 
from our ideas, reaſon is the proper judge; and revelation 
cannot in ſuch caſes invalidate its decrees ; nor can we be 
© obliged, where we have the clear and evident ſentence of 
© reaſon, to quit it for the contrary opinion, under a pre- 
* tence that it is mazter of faith, which can have no autho- 
« rity againſt the plain dictates of reaſon.” Nothing can 
be 
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be more clear, juſt and true than this reaſoning, That 
part of Turberville's catechiſm therefore quoted by you muſt 
be falſe. And indeed there are not more falſehoods in pope 
Pius's creed, than there are in that infamous piece, which 
the author had the aſſurance to entitle, an abidgement of 
chriſtian doctrine, &c. 
P. P. Has not Turberville given two examples in order 
to ſhew that the ſame body may be in ſeveral places at once ? 
Wain. His examples prove nothing, but that he, good 
man, would dare to ſay any thing to impoſe upon the poor 
ignorant wretches in his communion. 4 word, fays Tur- 
berville, being one, yet is in many hundred ears at once.* 
Was there ever ſuch weak reaſoning as this ? would not the 
moſt ignorant freſhman, in either of our univerſities be: 
laughed at, were he to argue at this rate? a word ſpoken 
(which is not a body) or in other words, a concuſſion of 
the air may excite the ſame ſenſation in many people (for 
ſound is only a ſenſation) therefore the ſame body may be 
in ten thouſand different places at once. Ad populum 
phaleras. | 
His other example proves juſt the ſame as that which I 
have been conſidering. And I muſt inſiſt upon it that the 
pious catholic prieſt, the holy father could not but know, 
that he was impoſing upon his dear ignorant children. His 
other proof, that the ſame body may be in ſeveral places 
| at 


* Ir mr. Turberville is of opinion (as he muſt be, or elſe his argument proves nothing) that 
a word is a body, his notion is as wild and abſurd as that of the Szoics, who maintained gualzties 
and paſſions, wirtues and vices, arts and ſciences, nay /yllogi/ms and ſolæciſins to be bodies. 
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at once, is taken from As ix. 4, 5. where we read, that 
* CyrisT, who is always fitting at the right hand of the 
father in heaven (as we willingly admit, ſays Turberville, 
with the proteſtants) appeared“ notwithſtanding and diſ- 
courſed with St. Paul on earth, ſaying, Saul, Saul, why 

doft thou per ſecute me? and when St. Paul relplied, wh 
art thou, Lornr ? he anſwered, I am Jzsus, whom thou 
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Ovucur not this book, which contains ſuch a blaſphe- 
mous paragraph, to have been burnt by the common hang- 
man, rather than have had the imprimatur of G. Hyde, S. 

T. D. ac profeſſ. & c. prefixed to it? the man, you ſee, 
whom you took for an Thonet catholic prieſt, is a rank he- 
retic, an anthropomorphite. When he wrote this paſſage, 
he believe: or pretended to believe, that Gop has hands, 
or atleaſt one hand. Though by CHRIS T's ſeſſion at the 
right hand of Gop, we are not to underſtand any deter- 
minate poſition of his body; for St. Stephen ſaw him ſtan- 
ding at the right hand of Gop ; yet Turberville would have 
his dutiful children believe that CurrsT's fitting at the right 
hand of Go, is to be literally underſtood. | 

WELL, but this was done only to ſerve a turn. He knew 
very well that this was not the meaning of CHRISFP's fitting 
at the right hand of Gop, and has cohtradiaed himſelf ; 
nemo eft tam prope tam Proculpue fbi. In his expoſition 

ob the aac, $ creed he declares, that by Canis r' sitting 
N | F at 


| ” I: not 611 that CHR15T's natural body appeared to Paul, only that he heard 4 wal | 


Therefore he was then in two places at 
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at the right hand of Gop he underſtands, that Curisr, 
at man, is in the bigheſt ſeat or place of glory. The phraſe 
therefore of fitting at the right hand of Gon is not to be 
taken literally, but figuratively. Your champion's doughty 
argument therefore will be found to be very inconcluſive. 
For pray does it follow that becauſe Chxisr, who is ad- 
vanced in heaven to a place of the higheſt dignity and au- 
thority, diſcourſed with St. Paul who was on earth, that 
therefore CHRIS T's natural body was in two places at once? 
will not every old woman, who is not in her dotage, laugh 
at this extravagant, mad way of talking ? will not every 
ichool-boy, capable of making a declamation be a- 

mazed to find, that Gulielmus Hyde, collegii Anglorum 

1 duacenſis præſes & librorum cenſor, granted an imprima- 
| tur to a book which contains ſuch reaſoning as no one 
would expect but from a madman, all whoſe ideas are 
wild, confuſed and diſtracted ? 


| 
1 ANorhzx conſequence that follows from the doctrine 
N 


of tranſubſtantiation is, that the popiſh prieſts are able to 
make“ of a little piece of matter, even common baker's 
bread, that Gop whom we adore, only by muttering a few 
words: this is as evidently true as any propoſition in the 
world can be. 


4 . 


P. P. This I deny, for though he myſtical benedifian 
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Lex none be bffended that I ſay that the papiſts mate their Gov, or make the body and 


i the greateſt reaſons for which - they deny our orders. and p in the proteſtant church is, 
3 becauſe we in our ordinations do not pretend to confer a power of wy hoy Afr 
Arch-biltiop S hs r4th VI. p. 323: 


* 
1 


cauſes CurisT zo be really preſent in the ſacrament, tho a 


is f blood of CHRIS TH; for it is their own word, and ſolemni uſed by them. And one of 
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converſion (or change) is made of the whole ſubſtance of 
bread into Cuxisr's body, and of wine into his blood; yet, 
as mr. Kingsley judiciouſly remarks ; the prieſt neither makes 
Gop, nor produces the body and blood of the Man-God. 
Pain. Is theſe are not inconſiſtencies, I confefs I don't 
know what a contradiction is. If the bread and wine are 
tranſubſtantiated by the prieſt's 3 five latin words, 
(which perhaps not one in five hundred to whom he ad- 
miniſters half the ſacrament, as if he took them to be but 
balf chriſtians, underſtands) if the facramental bread is 
no ſooner conſecrated by the prieft than it is chang'd into 
CHhrisT Jesus our Loxp; then certainly the benediction 
produces the body and blood of 'the Man-God. The Bo- 
bemian prieſt was, I think, a little better ſkilled in he 
ſcience of conſequences (to uſe the author's words, whoſe 
ſtrange aſſertion J am now conſidering) who affirmed, that 
the prieſt was the ſon of Gop before, but the father and 
creator of God after he had confecrated the elements. 
The principles which this prieft went upon were, no doubt, 
wrong, but his inference was a very true one. For if the 
bread and wine are changed into another ſubſtance, and 
become the body and blood of Cuzisr, the Man-God as 
ſoon as ever the prieft has faid, hoc eff enim corpus meum,* 
then, without all diſpute, the prieſt is a God- maker. Had 
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* Cnnieriaxs ſow wheat, ſays one of our divines, they cut, gather, and threſh it: it is no 
Cnnisr yet. They grind it, th oc it, they bake it: ir is fill but a Wafer. They ſet it upon 
an altar, they lift it up, it ſevexal times: it is yet the ſame it was before. At laſt they 
ſpeak the five words of conf 3 preſently ten miracles break forth ; and among an _ 
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not father \zzard, confelior and prime miniſter of Philip 
IVths widow believed himſelf a God-maker, he would not 
have had the boldneſs to have told the duke of Lerma, 
that he ought to reſpect him, for that he had his God in 
his hands, and his queen at his feet every day. 

P. P. Bur where is the abſurdity after all, in ſuppoſing 
CHRIS T's miniſter's to be God- Makers? 

Wain. Way tis very abſurd to ſuppoſe man able to make | 
God, to ſuppoſe a finite creature able to create the eternal 
andalmighty creator of the univerſe, not only in the opinion 
of us Calviniſts, as you are pleaſed to call us, but even of 
the primitive church. Athanaſius, who had as clear a head, 
and perhaps as ſound a judgment too, as any pope that ever 
fat in the infallible chair, argues againſt the gentiles after 
this manner. The Gad-makers ought rather to be ac- 
counted Gods, than they whom they make; for the crea- 
© tor muſt be more excellent than the 3 and ; 
. © that which judges another, muſt of neceſſity have 
1 * dominion over the thing judged.” Athanaſius did ſtrangely 


for- 


; dred wafers, which are all like to one another, that the prieſt pleaſeth | to think upon, that is 
by 5 their Saviour,” The reſt may be ſpit upon, in order to ſeal Letters. 
Wy 1 Ir it be aſked, why the baker is not allowed a ſhare in making this God ? I anſwer, in the 
15 ö words of an ingenious poet: 
| * But the diſpute will be, the God who makes ? 

| Or he who bleſſes 3 it, or he who bakes ? 

{ * 'The baker in this Godhead has a ſhare ; 
For while tis dough, the Godſhip is not there: 
And hocus pocus by the friar ſaid, 0 
* Divinity's transfus'd into the bread. On 
Thus prieſt and baker muſt together join, 
And dough be bak'd and bleſs d to be divine. 
The prieſt has great advantage of the baker; 
One makes the bread, the other makes his maker.“ 
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forget himſelf, if tranſubſtantion was the doctrine of the 


primitive church. For the heathen might have recrimina- 
ted, or retorted this upon him. The chriſtian prieſts, they 


might have ſaid, are God- makers, and therefore, accord- 


ing to Athanaſius, they ought rather to be accounted Gods 


than Jauss CurisT, whom they make every time they re- 


ceive the ſacrament. Chriſtians profeſs that they believe 


in one Gov, and deride us for maintaining a plurality of 


Gods: but what mockery is this? 'tis true we make ima- 


ges which we believe to be fit and proper repreſentations of 
the deity. But the chriſtian prieſts make more Gods in 
one year, than all the heathen nations put together have in- 
vented {ance the creation of the world. And what is more 
ſtupid, more abſurd, ridiculous, monſtrous and unintelli- 


gible than any thing in our theology, the diſciples of Ixsus 


aver that Gop remains one, tho he is daily multiplied by 


their prieſts. 


© A piece of bread, bread to the fight, bread to the 


© touch, taſte, and ſmell, becomes at once, in the logic 
© of chriſtian prieſts, and by their legerdemain, the almigh- 
« ty, and immutable Gop ; and is ſliced into infinite Gods; 
though they impudently maintain, that they believe no 


more than one Gop; yet do think, that he ought to be 


© burnt alive who queſtions their power and daily practice 

© of creating Gods without number; or who denies that 

© a box of-- conſecrated waters contains a hoſt of Gods, all 
one and the ſame God. 


Tar 
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Tu gentiles might have gone further; they might have 
charged the chriftians with another conſequence of this 
doctrine, viz. the making of Gop to devour him. They 
might have ſaid, we do indeed make images, by which we 
worſhip the Gods ; and whatever you may think of this, 
yet ſurely there is no ſuch abſurdity in it, as in the conceit 
of eating God. We do, tis true, make 1 images of our Gods, 
but then we take all poſſible care of em after they are 
made, nay, and worfhip them out of honour to the deity. 
But you have no ſooner made your God than you feaft up- 
on him. We ſhew therefore greater civility to the ſymbols 
of our Gods than you do to God himſelf. It is very pro- 
bable that the heathen would have made this objection to 
the primitive chriftians, had they maintained that Doctrine 
which is now taught by the church of Rome. For an old 
heathen could aſk this queſtion, do you think any man ſo 
mad as to believe that which be eats to be God? had this 
heathen lived in times of popery, what notions muſt he have 
had of the romiſh prieſts, who make a God todevour him ? 
'tis probable he + have accounted 'em the maintainers 
of the mot ſtupid doctrine that was ever embraced by men. 
But why do I talk of its being probable ? this was in fact 
objedted to the chriſtians by 'an Arabian philoſopher, who 
lived after this doctrine was entertained among chriftians : 
c'F have travel'd, fays he, over the world, and have found 
divers ſects; but fo ſottiſh a fect, or kw. I never found, 
az is the ſet of the chriſtians, becavife with their own 
A wech they devour their God whom they worſhip.” This is 


a very 
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a very ſevere ſaying; but yet it cannot make roman catho- 
lics bluſh : when we object to them what this Arabian ſaid, 

they don't ſeem to be in the leaſt concerned. The common 
anſwer given to this objection is, this is the blaſphemy 
* of Averroes the philoſoper, who ſcoffed at the chriſti- 


© ans for eating their God.” But this anſwer does not in 


the leaſt remove this difficulty : neither indeed is it poſſible 
for the wit of man to find out an anſwer that will re- 
move it: the objection is not to be anſwered. 

Ox of your late writers has indeed pretended to an- 
{wer it, and his blind followers look upon it as a ſatisfa c- 
tory reply. But ſurely nothing can be more weak, more 
impertinent, more trifling, than this gentleman's anſper. 
A heathen, ſays he, might poſſibly aft this gueſtion, do you 
think any man fo mad as to believe that which he eats to be 
God but a reverend preſtyter of the church of England 
ſhould doubly bluſh to put the 948"; 

Bur w hy ſhould he bluſh? no man ſhould bluſh who 
ſpeaks the truth, and ſays nothing but what is ſenſe, and 
agreeable to reaſon. But a preſbyter of the church vf Rome 
Should doubly bluſh to hear that a heathen lookt upon the con- 
ceit of eating God as the extremity of madneſs: the con- 
ceit of eating Hover is certainly as extravagant an one as 
ever entered into the mind of man. It was great ſtupi- 
c dity (as arch- - biſhop Tillotſon i in geniouſly obſerves) in the 
people of 
© it was civilly ſaid of them, let us make tas Gods that may 

© 09 len. us, in companion of the church of Rome, who 


ſay 


Iſrael to ſay, come, Tet us make ur Gods ; but 
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fay, let us make a Cod that we may eat him. As this great 
maſter of reaſoning believed it to be great Stupidity to make 
God to eat him; ſo the illuPrious biſhop of Hyppo, as 
Kingſley calls him, thought it abſurd to underſtand hteſe 
words literally, except ye eat the Held of the ſon of man, and 
' drink his blocd, ye have no life in_you. This, ſays, St, 

Auſtin, ſeems to command a crime and an horrid action, 
therefore it is a figure. 'Tis horrid, and i impious, accor- 
ding to St. Auſtin, who is had in great eſteem by the church 
of Rome, to underſtand theſe words ſtrictly and literally. 

But why do I quote St. Auſtin to prove the abſurdity of the 
conceit of eating God, when every unprejudiced perſon, 
who is endued with reaſon, who has but common ſenſe, 
muſt needs think it an abſurd and horrid notion. 

Hap the primitive chriſtians maintained, that in the eu- 
chariſt they did eat the fleſh of the fon of man, and drink 
his blood, we may aſſure ourſelves that the heathen who 
uſed their utmoſt endeavour to make both the chriſtians, 
and their religion odious and ridiculous, would have ridi- 
culed the doctrine ſufficiently. Julian the apoſtate, re- 
proached the baptiſm of chriſtians ; and had the chriſtians 

in his days taught that they did eat the body of CHRIS r, that 
body which was born of the virgin Mary, and ſuffered up- 
on the croſs; we may depend upon it, he would have re- 
proached 'em with it. The gentiles objected to the 
: chriſtians the worſhip bf à dead and crucified man. But 
we don't find that Julian, Porphiry, Celſus, or any of 


the heathen philoſophers ever charged them with the ab- 
ſurdites 
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ſurdities of tranſubſtantiation. Which is a preſumptive 
proof that the ancients knew nothing of this doctrine. 

ANoTHER reaſon why we reject this doctrine is; be- 
cauſe tis abfurd to ſuppoſe that accidents can be without 
their ſubject or ſubſtance. But, according to your church, 
they really are ſo; for as ſoon as the words of conſecra- 
tion are ſpoken the ſubſtance of bread and wine is anni- 
hilated, and the accidents or appearances of them only 
remain. 

'Tis abſurd to ſuppoſe CaursT's body the ſacrament of 
CurtsT's body. But yet it really is ſo, according to this 
doctrine. You deny that the ſubſtance. of bread and wine 
remains. *Tis plain then, that if the doctrine of tran- 
ſubſtantiation be true, the natural body of ChRISH is the 
ſacrament of itſelf. | 

P. P. Taz ſpecies, fir, or accidents are the earthly 

thing, or matter of the ſacrament. 
Wain. Wnar monſtrous gibberiſh is this? *tis ſuch 
Jargon as (before this unaccountable doctrine was intro- 
duced into the church) was never before heard of, to make 
appearances, to make accidents, which are not matter, 
the matter of the ſacrament. 

P. P. You make a jeſt of our ſaying, that the bread 
and wine in the Lord's ſupper are ?ranſub/ftantiated ; that 
they are changed into another ſubſtance, into fleſh and 
blood, and yet the accidents of bread and wine do till 


ed into another; the aceidents of the ſabſtatice that was 
WO? 8 changed 


remain. You are of opittion that if one ſubſtance be chang- 
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caanged will not remain. And yet you cannot but know, 
that angels appear d inveſted with the viſible form of human 
nature without the ſubſtance. 

ain. Bur is this a parallel caſe? no ſure. The bread 
and wine, according to your church, are changed into 
another ſubſtance, and yet the accidents of bread and wine 
remain. But it 1s not pretended that the angels were 
tranſubſtantiated, or changed into the ſubſtance of human 
nature, and yet retained the accidents of another ſub- 
ſtance, 'Thele two inſtances therefore are widely diffe- 
rent the one from the other. If you could make it ap- 
pear, that the angels that appeared to Foſbua and to the 
women at the ſepulchre were tranſubſtantiated, were chang- 
ed into the /ub/ance of human nature, but yet did not 
appear inveſied with the viſible form of human nature, 
but with the accidents of another ſubſtance ; this indeed 
would be ſomething to your purpoſe; this would come 
up to the point, But this is not pretended. The inſtance 
therefore alledged by you is nothing at all to your pur- 

ole. 

: Tu objections that I have been conſidering do natural- 
ly ariſe out of this doctrine: they are not found out by 
deep enquiry, and much ſpeculation : they are obvious 
even to the meaneſt capacities. And though men of parts 
and learning have endeayoured to offer anſwrs to them 
all, yet they have never ſatisfied any man of ſenſe, unleſs 
he has had ſuch notions put into him while his mind was 
yet tender, and capable of any impreſſions. And indeed 


your 
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your late authors ſeem to be ſenſible of this. For they 
; think to avoid them only by calling them 4/a/phemres. 
P. P. Tas true and proper anſwer to ſuch objections 
| is, that 2518 is not a doftrine that can be demonſtrated by 
human empty philoſophy. On the contrary it may be con- 
fidently aſſerted, that all ſuch pretended demonſtrations are 
not only not concluding, but illuſory. The words of St. 
Paul are very expreſs, every thought muſt be captivated 
into the obedience of faith. I, ſenſe and reaſon ſeem * to 
preſs hard upon this doctrine, yet we are not concerned at 
it T. Faith alone muſt ſubmit to the incomprebenſibleneſi 
of it. The ſcriptures are acknowledged by you proteſtants 
zo be clear, and this doftrine is expreſly revealed therein. 
Wain. All this is a miſtake. We cannot be obliged 
to believe any thing that contradicts our reaſon ; for the 
evidence of reaſon is the voice of Gop to us. But this is 
a doctrine which evidently contradicts our reaſon, nay, and 


* What elſe cou'd be the deſign of this author in ſaying, if ſenſe and reaſon SEEM to preſs { 

hard upon this doctrine, but to impoſe upon his ignorant ppi readers? he wou'd have ſpoken 

properly had he ſaid, though this doctrine be contrary, moſt evidently contrary, to ſenſe and f 

reaſon. | | 

+ All proteſtants are worſe than infidel, is 
Not to believe what's fo impoſſihle. f 
It cannot be and that is reaſon good; 1 
For catholics do ſwear tis fleſh and blood. | 1 
That faith's not worth a ſig, which can't diſpenſe 4 
Wich things that give the lye to common ſenſe. 
Tis a inf reaſon, is it? that's enough : 
A popiſh creed demands no better proof. 
Have you not ſeen at fair of Barthol'mew, 
High Germans with light fingers wonders do 
With cups and balls? beneath a conjuring cup 
He puts a buckle, and a ball turns up: 
* So here a popith prieſt, by trick as odd, 
Puts in a wafer, and pulls out a God. 
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our ſenſes too; and therefore it cannot be a divine revelation, 
as I have already fully proved. But let us hear your de- 
monſtration from ſcripture. 

P. P. Tas words of inſtitution are very clear and ex- 

reſs. 

r Iain. Tn are ſo; and we wonder how the church 
of Rome can miſtake their meaning. Our bleſſed Loxp, at 
his laſt ſupper, ro bread, and ſaid, * this is my body. 
The diſpute is, what is the meaning of theſe words? you 
papiſts affirm, that they are to be taken literally. We 
ſay, on the contrary, that they cannot be taken in a ſtrict 
and literal ſenſe, but that they are to be underſtood figura- 
tively. For what muſt the word this refer to? why cer- 
tainly to bread. If therefore the whole period is to be lite- 
rally underſtood, then our Saviour ſaid, this bread is my 


body. But no man in his ſenſes ſure will call a piece of 
bread the body of CHRIST. 9 


P. P. NxIrHER do we call bread the body of ChRISr. 
Our doctrine is, that CHRIS TH transformed that bread which 
he brake at his laſt ſupper into his on body, and the wine 
into his blood. 5 

ſain. Bur may we not reaſonably afk, why does the 
holy ghoſt call it bread, if Carsr transformed it into his 
own body ? for St. Paul, no lefs than three times, calls 
that bread which the chriſtians did eat, which was to them 
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* Our Lonxp did indeed ſay theſe words, if my ſenſes don't deceive me. But if dur 
ſenſes cannnot be relied upon, how can a popiſb prieſt, how can the pope himſelf, how can a 
general council, how can his holineſs, and all the popiſh prieſts in the world convince me that 
our Loxd ſpoke theſe words? 


the 


And the Rev. Mr. Wainhouſe. 45 


the communion of the body of CHRIST. And as to the 
cup, our bleffed Loxp faid, even after the conſecration of 
it, I will not drink of the fruit of the vine, until the 
kingdom of Gov ſhall come. Tis very evident from hence, 
that our bleſſed Saviour drank wine, and not blood; for 
blood is not the fruit of the vine. The holy fathers, you 
ſee, aſſembled at Trent were ſomewhat too haſty, were a 

little too raſh, when they curſed all thoſe who ſay, that 
the ſubſtance of bread and wine remains. For the holy 
ghoſt calls that which we eat in the moſt holy facrament 
of the euchariſt bread ; and our bleſſed Loxp called that 
which he drank the fruit of the vine. You may therefore 
be fully ſatisfied, that what we eat and drink in the ſa- 
crament is real bread and wine. But of this, I hope, you 
will be the more convinc'd after I have examined the words 
of inſtitution a little farther. 


Tra our Loxp faid of the bread which he held in his 


hands, this is my body, we grant. But then we fay, that 


he did not, he cou'd not mean that body which was born 
of the virgin Mary. He cou'd not hold his own body in 
his hand. That were impoſſible. We allow that he ſaid 
of the bread, his is my body, but that he ſaid ſimply, this 
is my body, we deny. For the whole ſentence runs thus: 
this is my body which is broker for you: do this in remem- 
brance of me. He not only ſaid, this is my body, but, this 
is my broken body. It therefore the whole ſentence is * be 

taken 


Tux Roman bible hath falſiſied even the words of the inſtitution of the eucharift, as the au- 
thor of the hiſtory of popery obſerves; for whereas the apoſtle faith, this my body which is 
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| 2 of ſuch breaking of his body and ſhedding of his blood, which was then done, whilſt he gave 
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taken literally (and no good reaſon can be given why one 
part of the ſentence, and not the whole, ſhould be taken 
in a literal ſenſe) if the whole ſentence is to be taken lite- 
rally, I ſay, then our Loxp declar'd that which he held in 
his hand, not only to be his body, but his broken body. 
But this could not be our Saviour s meaning; becauſe his 
body was not broken when he ſpoke theſe words. In what 
other ſenſe then can we underſtand our bleſſed Saviour but 
this, this is to be the memorial, or repreſentation, of my 
broken body ? | 

Tuis will yet appear more evident from the other part of 
the inſtitution, Our Loxp ſaid of the cup, his cup is the 
new teſtament in my blood, which is ſhed for you. If this 
fentence is to be literally expounded, then the cup was 
CuRISsr's blood ſhed, or pour'd out of his veins. But CHRIST's 
blood was not ſeparated from his body when he ſpoke theſe 
words; and therefore we muſt neceſſarily underſtand them 
in a myſtical and figurative ſenſe. 

Ws have certainly all the reaſon in the world to believe, 
that the diſciples underſtand the words of inſtitution figura- 
tively. For had they underſtood them in a ſtrict and lite- 
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BROKEN for you To ons pour Kiwweror. 1 Cor. ii. 24. the vulgar verſion has it, this is my body 


' which SHALL BE DELIVERED for you, ſo putting one verb for another and changing the ſenſe ; 


and whereas St. Luke's words are, which is sHED FOR YOU, d ri buy in uropeercy. _ 
xxii. 20. the ſame verſion reads, which ſhall be ſhed for you, putting fundetur for funditur, the 
future for the preſent tenſe, whereby the ſenſe is darkened and perverted, For our Saviour 


bread and the cup, and which he commanded to be repeated and continued in the church in 
remembrance of him, even *till he comes again. Now this could not poſlibly be any other than a 
figurative and ſacramental breaking and ſhedding, becauſe his body was not really broken, nor his 
blood really ſhed before his paſſion ; nor do t:.e papiſts pretend that it was, as is evident from 
changing the tenſe. 
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ral ſenſe, it is more than probable that they, who were full 
of queſtions upon occaſions that were much leſs ſurprizing, 
wou'd have aſked him, how theſe things could be ? how 
it was poſſible for him to hold man and God, his own body 
and blood, together with his ſoul and divinity, in his hand? 
the diſciples, you ſee, could not but have been ſurprized, 
had they underſtood theſe words in their ſtrict literal ſenſe. 
But this they were not, and therefore I am perſuaded they 
underſtood them figuratively. 

From all that has been ſaid 'tis very evident, that this 
doctrine has no foundation in ſcripture. But how ſhould it 
indeed? ſeeing it is impious and impoſſible, as an inge- 
nious author obſerves, with whoſe lively remarks I ſhall 
conclude what I have to ſay farther upon this ſubject. 
The maſs, like the whole of popery is invented and cal- 
culated for the exaltation and profit of the popiſh clergy, 
and to bind, and blind, and plunder the laity, What 
can be added to the impoſture of creating Gop by conſe- 
crating bread, but that it is the higheſt blaſphemy that 
ever l, the reaſon of man, or gave the lye to a 
demonſtration, and the five ſenſes? other impoſtures 
have deviſed lying genealogy for the eternal being, re- 
© lated falſe wonders about him, pretended great intereſt 
in him, with a power to mollify or inflame him, and got 
© a good livelihood out of him, with ſuitable reverence 
© from dupes and the rabble, and were always ſtriving to 
* frighten ſuch as they could not perſuade nor plague ; 

but none of em pretended to make the deity by a werd. 
1 To 
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To popiſb cheats falſly called catholics, the glory hath 
been reſerved of ſurpaſſing the higheſt cheats in paga- 
niſm, as well as the higheſt cruelty and the moſt extra- 
vagant forgeries of pagans. Holy lyes and holy rage, 
generally found neceſſary to ſupport all pious impoſtures, 
are eſſentially ſo to uphold the greateſt of all. 

* Fora creature to create the eternal creator of all things, 
is wonderful fal ſhood to aſſert, and impoſſible to be be- 
liev'd, as it is a contradiction too glaring to be conceived 
by the heart of man, or to be uttered by any mouth, 
where the mind is not firſt awed by terrors, or intoxicat- 


ed by deluſions, or corrupted by craft. Can they believe 
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by millions, every day, can be created and renewed and 
* multiplied daily and ſtill remain one Gop. Yet with theſe 
* omnipotent blaſphemers, it it atheiſm to deny his mul- 
© tiplication fo that it is at once atheiſm to doubt his uni- 
© ty, and atheiſm to deny that he may be new-created eve- 
© ry hour. It would not be higher mockery in theſe ſhame- 
© lefs conjurers to pretend to annibilate their creator. They 


© our bleſſed Savour ſaid to his diſciples, à little while, and 
© ye ſhall not ſee me? a text tending as much to the power 
© of the prieſt in ammaling God, as the other text, from 
© whence: they would derive power to n’ GOD. 

A WAFER is 70 God; but a few words and grimaces 


© of the Prieſt make it a God; whilſt to taſte and tou 


ſight, and ſmell, tis fill a wafer, Weigh it, diſſect it, 


7» ſeparate 


in Gop, who aſſert, that the one Cod can be eaten who/e 


© might wreft a text as literally to their purpoſe. Has not 
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ſeparate and examine its parts, tis a manifeſt compo- 
ſition of flower and water, juſt as it was before. But 
you are damned if you believe demonſtration. Theſe 
very particles of water and flower are in ſpight of de- 
monſtration, changed in an inſtant, without the leaſt 
alteration, into the whole body of Ixsus; and though 
there be but one Ixsus, he is multiplied into millions 
every day. | 

Ar this rate a prieſt has power over Gop himſelf, and 
more power than Gop himſelf can have; for Gon can- 
not reconcile contradictions, nor convert bread into fleſh 
and blood, whilſt it continues ſtill to be bread. There 
never was ſuch an impudent impoſture in all the viſions 
and chimeras of pagani/m. The many transformations 
of Viſinum, God of the Indian Bramins, into a fiſh, a 
hog, a lion, a bramin, a flying horſe, are credible im- 
poſſibilities, compared to tranſubſtantiation, the higheſt 
affront to the eyes and reaſon of man, and the moſt 
ſhocking indignity to the deity, ever offered or in- 
vented by the moſt daring impoſtures known amongſt 


men. 


© Wrar reaſonable man, what chriſtian man, wou d 
be of a church where this is the prime article of faith, 


* and where ' damnation is denounced againſt all who 


doubt it? who wou'd hear, much leſs follow, ſuch 

dreadful guides, who maintain ſuch impious contra- 

diction s and burn all who will not profeſs a ſacred 

lye and impoſſibility, which is an affront to the deity, 
| H 


© an 
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© an inſult upon the Almighty, or rather a denial of his 
© exiſtence ?' 

Having abundantly proved that the doctrine of tran- 
ſubſtantiation is contrary to the ſcriptures and our reaſon ; 
there will be no occaſion for me to uſe many words in 
order to ſhew that the adoration of the hoſt is downright 
idolatry. 5 | 

IT is plain and groſs idolatry to pay divine honours to 
an inſenſible piece of matter, bread and wine. You muſt 
own that you are idolaters if tranſubſtantiation is not true, 
and ſuch a change be not made in the ſacrament as you 
pretend. But that your church is miſtaken in this point 
we are very certain, or elſe we can be ſure of nothing. 
If I may believe my ſenſes CHRIST did indeed ſpeak theſe 
words, this is my body. But if my ſenſes may deceive 
me, there may be no ſuch words in the bible. For I have 
only the teſtimony of one ſenſe that theſe words are in 
the goſpel, but I have the concurring teſtimony of ſeve- 
ral of my ſenſes, that what I eat in the ſacrament is real 
bread and not fleſh. Since therefore the doctrine of the 
corporal preſence is falſe, you romaniſis are worſhippers of 
bread, and wine; which Coſer the jeſuit acknowledges to 
be the groſſeſt idolatry that ever was in the world. If, 
* ſays he, in the ſacrament of the euchariſt the true body 
© of CyrisT be not containd, CyrisT has acted unwor- 
© thily with his church, which, upon the occaſion of his 
words, he has left throughout the whole world for full 
* 1500 years in ſuch error and idolatry as in the N | 

© cart 
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earth was never ſeen nor heard of. For their error is 
more tolerable who for God worſhip a ſtatue of gold 
and ſilver, or an image of any other matter, as the gen- 
tiles worſhipped their Gods; or a red cloth ſet up upon 
a pike, which is reported of the Laplanders, or living 
© creatures, as the Egyptians of old did, than theirs who 
* worſhip a piece of bread, whith hitherto chriſtians have 
done throughout the world for ſo many years.“ 

The firſt chriſtians derided the heathen for worſhipping 
things that were dumb, and without life. Now had the 
chriſtians worſhipped the euchariſt, it is more than pro- 
bable that the heathen wou'd have retorted this upon them. 
They did accuſe them of worſhipping the ſun, and an 
aſs's head, and a crucified and dead man: and we may 
be ſure that had the firſt chriſtians worſhipped the eucha- 
riſt they would have reproached them with worſhipping 
bread and wine. | 

Ir this was the practice of the primitive church, what 
great weakneſs did Athanaſius, that great luminary of 
the catholic church, ſhew, when he argued thus againſt 
the gentile idolatry ? How are they to be pitied upon 
* this account, yet that they who ſee, worſhip thoſe things 


Si in acramento euchariſtiz verum CRHRISTI corpus continetur, indigne egit CRHRIsxrus 
cum eccleſia ſua, quam per univerſum orbem totus 1500 annis, in tali errore atque idolatria, 
occaſione ſuorum verborum, reliquit, qualis in orie terrarum nunquam vel viſus vel auditus 
fuit. Tolerabilior enim eſt error eorum, qui pro Dro colunt ſtatuam auream aut argenteam, 
aut alterius materiæ imaginem, quo modo gentiles Deos ſuos venerabantur; vel pannum ru- 
brum, in haſtam elevatum, quod narratur de Lappis, vel viva animalia, ut quondam Ægyptit, 


8 eorum qui fruſtrum panis; quod hactenus per univerſum orbem tot annis fecere 
hriſtiani. Cofter Enchirid. c. 8. p. 10. 
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* which do not ſee, and that they who hear, pray to thoſe 
things which do not hear? they who are men, they who 
have ſouls, and are rational creatures, do call thoſe Gods 
* that are inanimate and cannot move, and, what is moſt 
« ſtrange, they ſerve thoſe as Lords which they keep and 


have in their own power.“ Now I appeal to any man 


of common ſenſe, whether it had not been obvious and 


natural for the gentiles to have retorted the argument, to 
have accuſed the chriſtians of the ſame practice, if in the 


days of Athanaſius they worſhipped the euchariſt. You 


ſee and hear, they might have ſaid, and yet you worſhip 
thoſe things which do neither ſee nor hear. And there- 
fore your caſe is a very deplorable one, and much to be 
pitied and lamented. You are rational creatures, and yet 
you call thoſe Gods which are inanimate and cannot move, 
and, what is moſt ſtrange, you ſerve thoſe as Lords which 
you eat and drink. All this might have been retorted up- 
on the chriſtians, had they worſhipped the euchariſt, with - 
out any poſſibility of evaſion. But no ſuch objection was 
ever urged againſt the antients. But how ſhould it? for 
they did not believe tranſubſtantiation, and therefore we 


may aſſure ourſelves they never worſhipped the hoft : for 


the worſhip of the hoſt is downright idolatry, if the doc- 
trine of the corporal preſence be falſe. If ſuch a change 


be not made in the euchariſt as your church pretends, then 


you are worſhippers of bread and wine. 
P. P. Taoucn tranſubſtantiation be ſuppoſed not true, 
yet we hope we are not guilty of idolatry ; becauſe .our 
deſign 
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deſign is not to worſhip a creature, but the living 
Gov. 

Wain. Bur is it poſſible for any man of ſenſe, and 
void of prejudice, to believe that this will excuſe you from 
idolatry ? may not the very ſame excuſe be made for thoſe 
who worſhipped the ſun? for their intention was to wor- 
ſhip Gop, and not a creature, But now all are agreed, 
that they were guilty of idolatry who worſhipped the ſun ? 

P. P. Wer,; but though tranſubſtantiation ſhould not 
be true, yet the bleſſed Ixsus is ſtill God, and nothing but 
Gop is the object of catholic adoration and latria. 

Wain. Bor this plea will ſtand you in as little ſtead 
as the former. For you worſhip terminates in the viſible 
elements. And 'tis well known that you worſhip a ma- 
terial object upon the very ſame pretence that the' heathen 
did. The Perfians worſhipped the ſun, ſuppoſing the 
deity to be lodged there. You worſhip the conſecrated 
elements ſuppoſing the bleſſed Jzsus to be under them. 
And if neither of you be guilty of idolatry, becauſe you 
only worſhipped a material object under this pretence, be- 


cauſe Gop was in it; then it will be a hard matter to 


prove, that there ever were any idolaters in the world. 


P. P. Well; but though tranſubſtantiation ſhould not 
be true, a roman-catholic would not be in a miſtake of the 


deity, and upon that miſtake worſhip ſomething as Gov, 
which is not Gov. 


Fain. Yes; if the prieſt's intention be wanting, a pa- 
piſs wor ſhips ſomething as God, which is not Gop, accord- 
ing 
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ing to the principles of your church which teaches that 
there is no change made of the elements, unleſs the prieſt 
dei gns to make this change If he has no ſuch deign, 
i. the wafer 1s ſtill a wafer, and the wine is ſtill wine, and 
not the body and blood of CuRISr. You pap:ts therefore J 
worſhip, not the body and blood of CurisT, but bread, . 
and the juice of the vine, if the prieſt is a croſs, moroſe, ; 
ill- natured creature, and does not intend to make God 
when he pretends to conſecrate the bread and wine, or if 
he 1s a man of better ſenſe than to believe it poſlible for any 
mortal to be a God-maker. My laſt ſuppoſition is far 
from being an abſurd one. Tis not improbable, that 
many men of ſenſe in your church don't believe all the 
articles contain'd in the poſſeſſion of faith compiled by pope 
Pius IV. out of the council of Trent. Father Paul own'd 
that the reaſon why he held communion with the church 
of Rome was; becauſe God had not given him the ſpirit 
of Luther. And Eraſmus ingenuouſly confeſſed that Lu- 
ther wrote many things well, but that had all his writings 
been pious, yet he had no mind to venture his life for the 
truth. Without uncharitableneſs we may venture to af- 
firm ; that ſeveral learned men, who have lived in the 
external communion of this church, have not been ſin- 
cere in the belief of tranſubſtantiation. I can produce a 
great many inſtances to prove this, but I ſhall content myſelt 
with mentioning only. three. 2 

Ir cardinal du Perron convinc'd any perſons of the truth 
of tranſubſtantiation, he convinced them of that of which 


he 
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he could never convince himſelf, nor did he ever believe: 
For when ſome Friends of that illuſtrious cardinal, who 
went to ſee him as he lay languiſhing upon his bed, and ill 
of that diſtemper of which he died, deſired him to tell 
them freely, what he thought of tranſubſtantion : he an- 
ſwer d; that it was a monſter. And when they further 
aſked him, how then he had written ſo copiouſly and learn- 
edly about it? he replied, that he had done the utmoſt 
that his wit and parts had enabled him, to colour over this 
abuſe, and render it plauſible ; but that he had done like 
th. ſe who employ all their force to defend an ill cauſe. 
This was the real opinion of this great cardinal, after all 
his voluminous writings, as to this doctrine. And this 
has been the real opinion of ſeveral of the clergy of your 
church. For a prelate of our own church, but yet whoſe 
truely chriſtian ſincerity will, I am perſuaded, juſtify him 
even to thoſe of your communion ; I mean the learned 
A. Biſhop Uſher, having been ſo happy as to convert ſe- 
veral 7 man prieſts from their errors, and enquiring dili- 
gently of them, what they who ſaid maſs every day, and 
were not obliged to confeſs venial ſins, cou'd have to trou- 
ble their confeſſors ſo continually withal; ingenuouſly ac- 
knowledged to him, that the chiefeſt part of their conſtant 
confeſſion was their infidelity as to the point of tranſub- 
ſtantiation, and for which, as was moſt fit, they mutually 
quitted and abſolved one another. And A. Biſhop Sharp, 
as good and fincere a chriſtian as the learned primate, 
knew ſeveral prieſts who came over to us, and declar'd, that 
even 
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even while they continued in communion with the church 
of Rome they did not believe tranſubſtantiation “. 

Now what groſs idolaters were the people who vor- 
ſhipped the elements conſecrated by theſe prieſts? theſe 
prieſts were wiſer than to think it poſſible for a creature 
to make his creator, for man to make Gop. The bread 
and wine therefore conſecrated by them remained till in 
their natural ſubſtances, conſequently the adorers of them 
were worſhippers of bread and wine, and how does any 
roman-catholic know, that he has not been guilty of this 
kind of idolatry, an idolatry to be abhorred of all faithful 
chriſtians ? without a divine revelation, which is not pre- 
tended to in this caſe, no body can tell what the prieſt's 


mind is. And what man of ſenſe, who that thinks fſe- 


riouſly, who that has any regard for his precious and im- 
mortal ſoul, wou'd continue one moment longer in com- 
munion with that church, wherein he does not, in which 


he cannot poſſibly know whether or no he has not been @ 


bread and wine worſhipper all his life time ? ſure I am, that 


if I was a member of that church, and believ'd the doc- 


trine of tranſubſtantiation, and that the intention of the 
prieſt was neceſſary to change the bread and wine into 
the very body and blood of CurisT, I ſhould have no 


* Divers monks and prieſts that have been converted to our region, ſays monſfeur de Rodon, 
have aſſured us that for a long time before their converſion _- did abhor the idolatry that was 
practiſed in the adoration of the hoſt. Judge then if ſuch perſons as theſe had any intention to 
conſecrate in the celebration of the maſs. And we have pope Adrian's authority for it, that 
they cou'd not be excuſed from idolatry, that worſhip the hoſt when the prieft pretends to celebrate, 
but celebrates not; or pretends to celebrate, and is no prieſt, as, continues he, it many times 


happens. | 


quiet 
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quiet in my mind. My ſcruples would be many and 
endleſs. I am perſuaded I ſhould be apt to reaſon thus 
with myſelf : though the doctrine of the corporal preſence - 
ſhould be true, yet how can I tell that the perſon who 
conſecrates the elements is a chriſtian? if the prieſt, or 
midwife, who pretended to baptize him, had no intention 
to make him a chriſtian, then he is not one, according to 
that church which pretends to be the one, holy, catholic 
church: but ſuppoſe the man is a chriſtian, yet how do I 
know that he is a prieſt? the biſhop who pretended to or- 
dain him, might have no intention to va os him a prieſt, 
and therefore he is ſtill a layman ; becauſe, according to 
the infallible church of Rome, the ſecret and inward acts 
of the biſhop are eſſential to the being of the ſacrament of 
orders. But ſuppoſe the biſhop's intention was not want- 
ing, yet who can tell, who can aſſure me, that the biſhop 
himſelf was a chriſtian ? or if he was a chriſtian, yet 1 
can never be certain, that he was either a prieſt or a biſhop ; 
becauſe: the biſhop who pretended to ordain him might 
have no ſuch deſign. a tenen gt e 
| From all that has been ſaid it is very evident, that 
though the doctrine of tranſubſtantiation ſhould be as true 
as that of the reſurrection of the body; yet a roman catho- 
lic can never be certain that when he worſhips the hoſt 
he adores the body and blood of Cyzisr. The object of 
his adoration may be common bread and wine. And there- 
fore, according to Cofter, a learned Feſuit, the idolatry 
1 19 of 
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of papiſſs is more intolerable than that of the ſavage Lap- 
landers who worſhipped a red cloth. 

P. P. We, indeed, do believe tranſubſtantiation. E- 
very clergyman among us is bound not only to ſubſcribe, 
but to ſwear his belief of it. And our clergy do not 
only ſwear for themſelves, but they are bound by their 
© oath, to teach and inſtruct the people in this faith, as that 
© faith without which no man can be ſaved: we do believe 
© that the body of CHRIST is indeed preſent in the. facra- 
ment, inſtead of the ſubſtance of bread; and, upon that 
account, we give divine worſhip to it. But, ſuppoſe we 
were miſtaken in our belief, which we hope we are not; 
© our good meaning and intention wou!di excuſe us from 
© the crime of idolatry : we intend no worſhip but to 
Ixsus, who is a due object of our adoration. If, through 
. 
. 


Ln 


—_ 


ignorance, we give that worſhip to a creature, thinking 

it to be Curisr Jesus; it is true, we are miſtaken; 
© but we are no more 1dolaters upon account of that mi- 
© ſtake, than a man wou'd be thought a traitor to his 
© prince, that, through ignorance, ſhou'd take a courtier 
© for, the king ; and kneel down, and pay ſuch reſpect 
© to that courtier, as were only due to the king. 
Main. Tris * is very plauſibly ſaid. But I defire 
briefly to repreſent theſe two things, which will ſhew how 
inſufficient this plea is for the clearing you in the matter 
we are now ſpeaking of. am (i 


* * 


A 


C See arch-biſhop Sharf's ſermons. vol. VII. 340. 
| FIRST 
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\ © Figsr of all, this that you ſay for the freeing your- 
© ſelves from idolatry i in the maſs-worſhip, goes upon a 
perfectly falſe foundation. It ſuppoſeth, that idolatry 
cannot be committed where a man is miſtaken in the 
object he adores. If a man intending to worſhip the 
© ſupreme Gov, ſhou'd give divine worſhip to that which 
© 1s not Gop, yet thinking it to be Gop, this worſhip of 
* his is not idolatrous; for though he be miſtaken in the 
object yet his meaning is right and good: this is the 
© ground you proceed upon. 

Hor it is not only falſe, but the direct contrary is 
true. There was never any ſerious idolatry in the world, 
but it was founded upon a miſtake ; no ſerious man was 
© ever: ſo fooliſh as to adore thar for the ſupreme Go, 
© which he did not believe to be the ſupreme Gop; but 
© yet'it that he worſhipped * was not Gop, he was, for all 
his good meaning, counted an idotater, I do not think 
that you roman cathvlics do more ſtedfaſtly believe at 
this day, that the conſecrated bread is the true body of 
Cnnisr Jesus, than thouſands, I might ſay millions 
of pagans did believe of old; that the ſun in the firma- 
ment Was the ſupreme, all wiſe; all-powerful, eternal 
Go: but yet this ignorance and miſtake of theirs 9 
not ſo quit them from blame, but that by all the 


men of holy ſcripture;- they are charged with groſs hs 
ts in worſhippiug the ſun as ſuch. If their error and mil- 
- apprehenſion did inet excuſe them, it can be much leſs. 


imagined how the belief of tranſubſtantiation can excuſe 
I 2 the 
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the roman catholics : which will appear more plainly, 
alter I have repreſented this in the ſecond place. 

Second, We cannot deny, but that ignorance and 
miſtake, ſo far as it is innocent, and not contracted by 
our own fault, will excuſe in all caſes : but, as this is, 
certain, that all idolatry doth proceed from miſtake and 
miſapprehenſion; ſo it is alſo certain, that at idolatry 
will be the leaſt excuſable, and have the leaſt allowances 
made for it, that hath the feweſt temptations to it, and 
the moſt arguments of ſenſe and reaſon againſt it. 

* AnD now I appeal to all the world, whether you ro- 
man catholics, that now worſhip a piece of bread, have 
not much fewer temptations to that worſhip, have not 
more arguments of ſenſe and reaſon againſt it, and con- 
ſequently can leſs pretend ignorance and miſtake, and 


therefore are leſs excuſable than thoſe among the pagans 


of old that worſhipped the ſun. The pagans without 


doubt, had more to ſay for the proof of the ſun's being 
« Gop, than the roman catbolics have for the proof that a 
© wafer is Gop: beſides, they had no ſupernatural reve- 
© lation of Gop's will, but were left wholly to the light 
© of nature; and if being prompted by the principles of 
their education, and the cuſtom of all the world; to 
«< worſhip a viſible Gop, what viſible being in the world 
vas more likely to be He than the ſun ? but are there 
the ſame things to be ſaid for the roman catholics ? no 
they have the ſcripture to direct them to the true Gop ; 


they have all their ſenſes to tell them that a piece of bread 


© cannot 
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cannot be He; they have their reaſon to aſſure them, 
by the way of mathematical demonſtration, that tran- 
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« ſubſtantiation is impoſſible; they have twenty arguments 


from ſcripture to convince them, that the ſenſe they put 
upon our Saviour's words, his is my body, is not that 
he meant, but the quite contrary. Laſtly, they have 
means and opportunities enough afforded. them 
for the convincing them of their error, by the conti- 
nued alarms and awakenings the proteſtants have given 


them, who, for many years, have declar'd and teſtified 
againſt them. 

< Never therefore let them pretend invincible error; 
nor let them ſay that their worſhipping the bread for 
Cunisr Jxsus, through a miſtake, can be no worſe in- 
interpreted by Gop, than a loyal ſubject's paying his 
homage to a privy-counſellor inſtead of the. king, can 
be interpreted by the king : for there is nothing alike in 
the things. The countryman, who thus miſplaceth his 
reſpect, is indeed excuſeable, but if he had lived at court, 
as long as the roman catholics pretend to have been ac- 
quainted with the ſcriptures, and to haye made uſe of 
their reaſon, and yet ſhould: continue his firſt compli- 
ments; all the world would count him either a fool, or 
a madman, or a knave.” Fo 1 
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2 herein is ſhewn the Folly and Abſurdity of a Proteſtant's 


being copiſhl affected. 


H E corruptions which I have been confuting have 
crept into that church, which was once a pure and 
holy church. And beſide theſe there are many others 
which I have not mentioned, And truly they are ſuch, 

that we might juſtly wonder how any proteſtants, in this 
enlightened country, can be popiſbly affected. But ſuch 
men there are among Brizons / men, who would have as 
bigotted a papiſ to reign over us as any in chriſtendom. 


And what would be the conſequence ſhou'd the pope's 


creature, and the French — * tool, be ever placed upon 


the throne ?- why then it might be their fate to be —_ 
ed of their bibles. Should , late diſturber of our peace 

who fancied himſelf the ſon of a real king, becauſe ar- 
tended by ſome thouſands of deſperate, and amol naked 
Wehnen and a band of noiſy Scotch pipers, ſhou'd this 


plunderer of Great Britain, and murderer of brave Bri- 
tous, ever ſucceed (which Gop forbid!) then may thoſe 
proteſtants, who now wiſh well to his cauſe, be obliged to 


believe or pretend to believe, that there are ſeven ſacra- 
ments in the church; for Peter Lombard has found out 
ſo many, though Cunisr ordained two only as generally 


necellary to ſalvation: then they muſt believe, or turn 
| | | baſe 
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boſe hypocrites, and pretend to believe, that it is unlaw- 
ful for a whole body of men to marry, though the holy 
ſcripture reckons the forbidding to marry among the doc- 
trines of the devil, then will it be dangerous for them to 
deny that a man, that a ſinful and wicked man, can for- 
give fins; for the vicar of Chars r has claim'd this power. 
His holineſs Paul III. thundered out a bull, after he had 
called the council of Trent, wherein he grants to the faith- 
ful, pleniſſimam omni um peccatorum ſuorum veniam, et re- 
miſſionem, moſt full pardon and remiſſion of all their ſins, 
upon their performing ſuch conditions as he requir'd. Some 
of theſe conditions were, confeſſing their fins, being pre- 
ſent at the proceſſions which he had order'd; giving alms 
to the poor, or, if they were not able to give to the poor, 
ſaying five times the Lozp's prayer and hail Mary. 
Should,thoſe happy proteſtants (if they did but know their 
_ own happineſs) who deſire that a zealous papi/ may be 
their king, obtain their wiſh ; then they alt become, or 
outwardly profeſs to be, members * of a church that pro- 
tects itſelf by arts of ſubtilty and arms, by violence and 
perſecuting all that are not of their minds; to a church in 
which they are to be ſubjeQs of the king, ſo long as it 
pleaſes the pope: in which they may be abſolved from 
their vows made to Gop, their oaths to the king, their 
promiſes to men, their duty to their parents in ſome caſes : 
a church in which men pray to Gop and to ſaints, in the 
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ſame form of words in which they pray to Gop ; as may 
be ſeen in the offices of ſaints, and articularly of our 
lady ; a church in which men are taught, by moſt of the 
principal leaders, to worſhip images with the ſame wor- 
ſhip with which they worſhip Gop or CarisT, or him or 
her whoſe image it is, and in which they uſually picture 
Gop the father and the holy trinity, to the great diſho- 
nour of that ſacred myſtery, againſt the doctrine and prac- 
tice of the primitive church, againſt the expreſs doctrine 
of ſcripture, againſt the honour of a divine attribute; I 
mean the immenſity and ſpirituality of the divine nature. 
They muſt go, or hypocritically pretend to go to a church, 
that pretends to be infallible, and yet is infinitely „ 
ed in many particulars, and yet endures no contradiction, 
and is impatient her children ſhould enquire into any 
thing her prieſts obtrude: They muſt go from receiving 
the whole ſacrament, to receive it but half; from Cinis r 8 
inſtitution, to a human invention; from ſcripture to un- 
certain tradition ; and from antient tradition, to new pre- 
tences ; from prayers which they underſtand, to prayers 
which they underſtand not; from confidence in Gov, to 
rely upon creatures; from intire dependence upon inward 
acts, to a dangerous temptation of reſting too much in 
outward miniſteries, in the external work of ſacraments 
and ſacramentals: they muſt go from a church, eg | 
worſhipping is ſimple, chriſtian, and apoſtolical, to 
church where men's conſciences are loaden with a . k 
of ceremonies, greater than that in the days of the Zewiſb 
religion, 
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religion, (for the ceremonial of the church of Rome is a 


great book in folio :) they muſt go from a church, where 
they were exhorted to read the word of Gop, the holy ſcrip- 
tures, from which they found inſtruction, , comfort, te- 
ptobf, a treaſure of all excellencies, to a church that ſeals 
up that fountain from the people, and gives them drink 
by drops, out of ſuch ciſterns, as they firſt make, and 
then ſtain, and then reach out: ſhou'd the proteſtant ju 
cobites obtain their deſire, it will become a part of their 
religion to he ignorant, to walk in blindneſs, to believe 
the man that hears their confeſſions, to hear none but him, 
nor to hear Gop but by him, and ſo they will be liable 
to be abuſed by him, as he pleaſes, without remedy : 
they muſt go from a church, where they are only taughr 
to worſhip God through J Ess CurisT,. to doftors who 
will teach them to worſhip ſaints and angels, with a wor- 
ſhip at leaſt dangerous, and in ſome things proper to Goc; 
for the church of Rome worſhips the virgin Mary with 
burning incenſe and candles to her, and the papiſis give 
her preſents, which by the conſent of all nations uſed to 
be eſteemed a worſhip peculiar to Gap; and it is the ſame 
thing which was condemned in the Collyridians, who of- 
fered a cake to the virgin Mary. A candle and a cake 
make no difference in the worſhip; and their joining Gp 
and the ſaints, is like the device of them that fought for 
king and parliament; the latter deſtroys the former. To 
this give me leave to ſubjoin, that the points of difference. 
between us and the church of Rome, are ſuch as do evi- 

| | K dently 
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dently ſerve the ends of covetouſneſs and ambition in tbem; 
and that very many of her doctrines are very ill friends to 
a good life, and that our religion is incomparably be- 
yond theirs in point of ſafety : as in point of praying to- 
Gop alone, and without images, relying on God as mfal- 
hble, which are ſurely lawful; but it is at leaft hugely 
diſputable, and not at all certain, that any man, or ſo- 
ciety of men, can be infallible, that we may put our truſt 
in ſaints, or worſhip images, &. From hence I con- 
clude, that unleſs theſe people mean to prefer a danger be- 
fore ſafety, temptation to unholineſs before a ſevere and ho- 
ly religion; unleſs they mean to loſe the benefit of their 
prayers, by praying what they underſtand not, and the 
benefit of the ſacrament in great degrees, by falling from 
God's inſtitution, and taking half inſtead of all; unleſs 
they deſire to provoke Gop to jealouſy by images, and. 
man to jealouſy in profeſſing a religion, in which they 


may in many caſes have leave to forfeit their faith and law- 


ful truſt, unleſs they will chuſe a catechiſm without the ſe- 
cond commandment, and a faith that grows bigger or leſs 


as men pleaſe, and a hope that in many degrees relies on 


men and vain confidences, and a charity that damns all the 
world but themſelves, unleſs they will do all this, that is, 
ſuffer an abuſe in their prayers, in. the ſacrament, in the 
commandments, in faith, in hope, in charity, in the com- 


munion of faints, and their duty to their ſupreme, they 


muſt continue in the boſom of their mother, the church 


of England, and I doubt not but they will find:the-com- 
fort 
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fort of it in all their life, and in the day of their death, 
and in the day of judgment. 


WL; but theſe men flatter themſelves with hopes 


that they ſhould quietly enjoy their religion under a po- 


piſh king. The author of a treaſonable paper that was 
athxed, during the late rebellion, to the 3 door of 
the church of Kzevil in Wiltſhire confidently averred, that 


no change wou'd be made in our religion if the popiſh 


pretender ſucceeded. His words are: It is impoſlible for 


© popery to be introduced into England, becauſe a thing 


ſo abſolutely againſt our conſtitution.” 
Can any thing be more falſe than this? does not this ja- 


cobite greatly ſwerve from the truth? pray was not 


pery introduced into England in the bloody reign of 


queen Mary? and was it not owing to our mighty deli- 


verer under Gob, the glorious king William, that popery 
was not introduced into this Nation a ſecond time, in king 
James II's reign? is there any Government too ſtrong for 
Jeſuits to ſubvert and overturn ? no, no conſtitution is 


ſtrong enough for a di/penſing Power. 


ITaxs this to be a ſufficient confutation of the firſt part 


of this treaſonable paper, and I think as ſatisfactory an an- 


ſwer may be given to what follows: * Let the prince's reli- 


gion, continues this jacobite, be what it will, yet the laws 


* of the land muſt ever be of force, and ſo long as they 


Is 
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Ir he means (as without doubt he does) that ef the prince's 
religion be what it will; yet our preſent laws will continue 
and remain in force, he is here again regardleſs of truth. 
A man may as eaſily give his aſſent to any of the monſtrous 
doctrines of the church of Rome, as believe that the Jaws 
againſt popery will continue in force under a er prince. 
Did they continue in force in queen Marys days? no, ſhe 
had not been long upon the throne © before images began 
© to be ſet up, and the old rites were in many places re- 
* newed; all which was encouraged by the eisen, 
' although it was againſt law. Judge Hales obſerving this 
© when he went his circuit, in his charge at Kerr, requir- 
ed the juſtices to ſee to the execution of king Edward's 
© Jaws, which ſtill continued in force; for which, when 
© he returned, he was committed to the Marſbalſea, and 
* then removed from priſon to priſon. Judge Montague 
© allo, being an approver of the reformation. was impri- 
ſoned, deprived of his lands, and ſeverely fined. In the 
* ſecond year of this queen's reign (which was memorable 
for ſcarce any thing beſides the barbarous cruelties, cala- 
mities, and misfortunes of it) the famous act paſſed, re- 
pealing all the laws made againſt the pope's authority, 
and all things were brought back to the ſtate they were 
in the 20th of Henry VIII. By another bill all the 
former acts againſt the Lollards were revived. 
Proceed we from this to the next popiſh reign, wid 
we ſhall find that the papifts are no changelings. 
NorwirhsrAN DIN King James II's repeated declarations 


and ſolemn promiſes to ſupport and defend the religion of 
the 
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the church of England, as it was then by law eſtabliſhed; 


he proceeded with all vigour towards the propagation and 
eſtabliſnment of his own religion. 

His: firſt ſtep, ſays one of - our hiſtorians, was a general 
© toleration' to: all his ſubjects, of which the papiſts were 
© chiefly to reap the benefit; but this toleration being con- 
trary to the <Rabliſhed . of the realm, could not ſub- 
© ſift unleſs another innovation was introduced to ſupport it, 
© -under:the;name; of. a diſpenſing power, by the virtue of 
* which every thing might be effected. And it was not 
enough for _ James to aſſume the right and exerciſe of 
this power; but ſuch was the unhappineſs of England, 
© that the Ee about him would have the nation made to 
© believe, that a power in the king to di iſpenſe with law was 
© /aw, to maintain which ſtrange poſition, ſeveral writers 
© were employed. But theſe not being ſufficient, the new 
Judges, all but one, were prevailed. upon to give their 
opinions directly for it. Thus by the breath of a few 
* mercenary Judges, in effect, the laws of England were 
baſely given up. at once into the er aud will of the 
king. 

Tur aa ion for po abical as eredted by this 
prince, was another manifeſt violation of the laws, and 
againſt an expreſs act of parliament, 

By this time you cannot but be convinced, that the laws 
were far from continuing in force, but were abominably vi- 
olated, in the two popiſh reigns that have happened ſince 
- thereformation. And certainly you have no reaſon to hope 
that 
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that they will be more ſtrictly obſerved, ſhould it ever be 
our misfortune to have a king from Rome. Nay, if the 
author of the ſeditious and treaſonable paper I am conſi- 
dering may be credited, tis certain the pretender's govern- 
ment (had he ſucceeded) would have been illegal and ty- 
rannical, for he concludes his libel, with kindly acquainting 
my pariſhioners, that I was to be /zverely puniſbed for my 
falſe doctrine. I] did indeed expect to be perſecuted, had the 
late perjured traitors ſucceeded in their villainous, monſtrous, 
unnatural attempt. But ſure I am, that by the laws of the 
land I could not have been puniſhed. No falſe doctrine 
had ever been preached by .me ; for expoſing the er- 
rors of the church of Rome, is not preaching falſe doctrine, 
but declaring the truth: and had I ſuffered for fo doing, 
moſt certain it is our laws had been violated. 

In a word, we may juſtly wonder how any proteſtant 
can be ſo weak, or ſo inconſiderate, as to queſtion whether 
our laws will be violated, ſhould it ever be our calamity to 
have a popiſh king. Alas! there will be an end of our hap- 
py conſtitution ; we ſhall be deprived of all that is near 
and dear to us, our religion, laws, and liberty. - 
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